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The above reproduces the contents of the original chapter on Kant. It has, however, occasionally been objected to me in the course of discussion, that I have misunderstood Kant on a rather important point, and the fact of this objection (which may in the meantime have appeared in print), causes me to supplement what I originally wrote by the following remarks. They will not relate to the Kritik der Urteilskraft, but to the two other great Critiques of the philosopher:
I am said to be wrong in asserting that Kant allows the mechanical (in its exact sense) causality of nature to be clearly and indubitably infringed by the intervention of the " soul" of the acting man. This is the reason why (as I said) Kant, at any rate for a limited field of biology, clearly is a Vitalist, a dynamic teleologist: for obviously man is part of living nature. It is replied that the passages cited by me merely refer to man as " noumenon," and his " freedom." But if considered simply as an event of nature, the causality of the acting man is according to Kant also mechanical causality in the most proper sense. Kant is said to subscribe to what is to-day called psycho-physical parallelism.
I do not think that this view is right.
Let us begin by analysing some passages in the Critique of Pure Reason (first edition).